PEAK STAGE DIFFERENCES

2010
» Percent of yeanwith max stage at least
1 0.25 ft higher than 2010WPA
\ 1965 1995 Simulation Period
65 } T
A
— ( [ >
i )
\ 1]
60 = L \ \
\m\@/\ ! il
5 N JSA []¢
i {
55 — 5 I
] LT |
| |
L {
50
\ /
\ | |
\ /
* | . | N
\ ]
\ \
\
40 11 [
\
\ = Al
\ |
| ==  EEan AN i
35 J
/ \
\ i
I m
30 T ‘ /
H } SNRREREN
Nl [ 1] %;SIL
E=muREE \ ] b
25 - [
) / r | P aT ‘ﬁ
%x\é 1\ | ;] Percent of Years
20 o / AEEN i{ with Peak Stage at least
| LS 0.25 ft higher than 2010WPA

1
i % e ] 0to15%
| L

BEESNAET 1 15% to 30%
a3 ] 30% to 45%

/

10

| g B 45% to 60%
e B 60% to 75%
5
n B 75% to0 90%
RS
e 4 Bl 90% to 100%
5 10 15 20 25 ‘30 35 40

L

Note: Map values do not disguish between grounditer and surface water and
should only be used as a generaldatbr of subregions that may have a change

in peak stages. Those subregions require more detailed investigation and analysis
before site-specific inferencelsaut changes in flooding risk can be made.



